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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This non-final office action is in response to the RCE and amendment filed 26 
July 2010. 

2. Claims 1-19 are pending. Claims 1 , 10, and 19 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

With respect to claims 1,10, and 1 9, the applicant claims use of "an equivalent 
structure, which is equivalent to the prescribed structure generated by the information 
browsing unit but is not converted from acquired document data (claim 1, lines 10-12)." 
However, the information browsing unit acquires and analyzes a document (claim 1 , 
lines 3-4). Additionally, the information browsing unit "converts the acquired document 
data into layout data having a prescribed structure based on result of the analysis (claim 
1 , lines 4-5). It is unclear how the structure of the acquired document is able to be 
converted by the information browsing unit, yet unconverted when used by the 
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information providing unit. The applicant's specification fails to clarify the issue. As 
such, these claims are rejected. 

Claims 2-9 and 11-18 are rejected based upon their dependence upon a rejected 
based claim. 

5. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

With respect to claims 1,10, and 1 9, the applicant claims use of "an equivalent 
structure, which is equivalent to the prescribed structure generated by the information 
browsing unit but is not converted from acquired document data (claim 1, lines 10-12)." 
However, the information browsing unit acquires and analyzes a document (claim 1, 
lines 3-4). Additionally, the information browsing unit "converts the acquired document 
data into layout data having a prescribed structure based on result of the analysis (claim 
1 , lines 4-5). It is unclear how the structure of the acquired document is able to be 
converted by the information browsing unit, yet unconverted when used by the 
information providing unit. The applicant's specification fails to clarify the issue. As 
such, these claims are rejected. 

Claims 2-9 and 11-18 are rejected based upon their dependence upon a rejected 
based claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-19 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Beranek et al. (GB 2329309, published 17 March 1999) and further in view of Fisher et 
al. (US 2005/0091224, filed 22 October 2003, hereafter Fisher). 

As per independent claim 1 , Beranek discloses a device information display 
system for displaying device internal information of one or more information devices, 
comprising: 

an information browsing unit which acquires and analyzes document data 
described in a markup language, converts the acquired document data into layout data 
having a prescribed structure based on results of the analysis, and makes a display 
based on the layout data (page 5, line 7- page 6, line 20; page 8, lines 9-17) 

a device information providing function having an equivalent structure, which is 
equivalent to the prescribed structure of the layout data but is not converted from 
acquired document data, and displaying the display data through the display function 
(page 5, line 7- page 6, line 20; page 7, line 9- page 8, line 17; page 27, lines 1-8; page 
35, lines 3-20: Here, information about the device is obtained. Based upon this 
information, the display is generated via a proxy server to define a device specific 
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display. Additionally, the analyzed document may have portions of the screen, or the 
content areas, "seized" for the insertion of display objects, such as system messages). 

Beranek fails to specifically disclose wherein a device information providing unit 
which acquires the device internal information of the one or more information devices, 
displays data contains device internal information. However, Fisher discloses a device 
information providing unit which acquires the device internal information of the one or 
more information devices, converts the acquired device internal information into display 
data, and displays data contains device internal information (Figure 1; paragraph 0018: 
Here, system information is obtained about each system. This system information is 
loaded into a page generation module, which displays the system information within a 
web page template). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention to have combined Fisher with Beranek, since it would 
have allowed a user to view device specific parameters. 

As per dependent claim 2, Beranek discloses the device information displaying 
system wherein the device information providing unit has stylized data corresponding to 
the type of information device to be used as a base of the display data (page 8, line 9- 
17). 

As per dependent claim 3, Beranek discloses wherein the stylized data are 
prepared in multiple type corresponding to the types of information devices (page 2, 
lines 9-20). 

As per dependent claim 4, Beranek discloses wherein the device information 
providing unit further has a function of writing operation information, including at least 
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one of setting information and a control instruction, into the one or more information 
devices (Figure 6: Here, the remove/replace operation is a rewrite of page information). 

As per dependent claim 5, Beranek discloses wherein the device information 
providing unit includes a device information interface which functions as an interface for 
receiving a request signal according to a prescribed procedure and executing the 
acquisition of the device internal information from the one or more information devices 
and the writing of the operation information according to the request signal (Figure 4: 
Here, the HTTP Proxy acts as the interface between the client browser and the server). 

As per dependent claim 6, Beranek discloses wherein: 

the information browsing unit and the device information unit and the device 
information providing unit are implemented in one information device (Figure 4: Here, 
the client contains a browsing unit) 

the device information interface acquires the device internal information of the 
one information device (Figure 4; column 8, lines 9-17) 

As per dependent claim 7, Beranek discloses wherein the device information 
interface is connected to the one or more information devices via a wired and/or 
wireless network and acquires the device internal information from the one or more 
information devices via the network (Figure 1 ). 

As per dependent claim 8, Beranek discloses wherein the one or more 
information devices include at least one of a cellular phone, a home information 
appliance, and a vehicle-mounted device (Figure 2A). 
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As per dependent claim 9, Beranek discloses wherein the device internal 
information includes at least one of information on the types of the information devices 
and information on peripheral devices of each of the one or more information devices 
(page 8, lines 9-17). 

As per claims 1 0-18, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those in 
claims 1-9, respectively. Claims 10-18 are similarly rejected. 

As per claim 1 9, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those in claim 1 . 
Claim 19 is similarly rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 26 July 2010 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant's initial argument is based upon the belief that the prior art fails to 
disclose generation of display data containing the device internal information and having 
an equivalent structure, which is equivalent to the prescribed structure generated by the 
information browsing unit but is not converted from acquired document data (page 7-8). 
The examiner respectfully disagrees. Beranek discloses a device information display 
system for displaying device internal information of one or more information devices, 
comprising an information browsing unit which acquires and analyzes document data 
described in a markup language, converts the acquired document data into layout data 
having a prescribed structure based on results of the analysis, and makes a display 
based on the layout data (page 5, line 7- page 6, line 20; page 8, lines 9-17). 
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Additionally, Beranek discloses a device information providing function having an 
equivalent structure, which is equivalent to the prescribed structure of the layout data 
but is not converted from acquired document data, and displaying the display data 
through the display function (page 5, line 7- page 6, line 20; page 7, line 9- page 8, line 
17; page 27, lines 1-8; page 35, lines 3-20). The, information about the device is 
obtained, and based upon this information, the display is generated via a proxy server 
to define a device specific display. Additionally, the analyzed document may have 
portions of the screen, or the content areas, "seized" for the insertion of display objects, 
such as system messages. This allows for content to be inserted into the acquired 
document, while maintaining the layout look and feel of the document. 

Beranek fails to specifically disclose wherein a device information providing unit 
which acquires the device internal information of the one or more information devices, 
displays data contains device internal information. However, Fisher discloses a device 
information providing unit which acquires the device internal information of the one or 
more information devices, converts the acquired device internal information into display 
data, and displays data contains device internal information (Figure 1; paragraph 0018). 
In this system, system information is obtained. This system information is loaded into a 
page generation module, which displays the system information by populating areas 
within a web page template. These areas area substantially similar to the "seized" 
areas taught by Beranek. 

The applicant further argues that the teachings of Beranek and Fisher would 
require the data to be stored, and that this provides an undesirable process overhead 
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and resource consumption (pages 8-9). However, a limitation requiring that the data not 
be stored does not exist within the claims. Although the claims are interpreted in light of 
the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In 
re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). For these reasons, 
these arguments are not persuasive. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KYLE R. STORK whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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